Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



3^ 



f/z. 




\ > 



LETTER 



TO THE 



REV. W. H. MILL, D.D. 

LATE PRINCIPAL OF BISHOP's COLLEGE, CALCUTTA ; 



CONTAININQ SOME 



STRICTURES ON MR. FABER'S RECENT WORK, 



ENTITLED, 



«* THE ANCIENT VALLENSES AND ALBIGENSES." 



'^9 



BY THE 

REV. S. R. MAITLAND, 

LIBKAKIAK 
TO HIS GRACE THE ABCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY. 



LONDON: 
PRINTED FOR J. G. & F. RIVINGTON, 

ST. PAUL'S CHURCB YARD, 
AND WATERLOO PLACE, PALL MALL. 



1839. 



LONDON : 
GILBERT AND RIYINOTON, PRINTERS, 

ST. John's square. 



LETTER, 

Sfc. 



My Dear Friend, 

I FEEL so deeply indebted to you — or I should rather 
say to the good Providence of God which brought us 
together in our youth — for whatever disposition or 
qualification I may have for discussing such a sub- 
ject as Mr. Faber has chosen — and custom long ago 
made it such a matter of course that we should 
communicate with each other on any odd book that 
might come in our way, that it would seem quite 
natural to address these strictures to you, even if I 
had not heard you express any opinion of this par- 
ticular work, or of the school of controversy to which 
it belongs. 

In thus referring to your opinion, I do not mean 
to make you answerable for my remarks on Mr. 
Faber's book. I have been told that it should be 
answered; and I should think so too if one could 
only imagine any possible way of doing it without 
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spending a vast deal of time and money in producing 
some half-dozen large volumes, which no publisher 
would print, and no reader would wade through. 
The book contains so much misapprehension, mis- 
statement, and perversion of words and feicts, chiefly 
drawn from writers even less known to most readers 
than they are to Mr. Faber himself, that the dry 
discussions, of which a reply in detail must consist, 
would be invincibly wearisome. 

Let me, in the first place, try you with a single 
chapter, on which I have written some notes for the 
purpose. I assure you that I did not choose it 
because it contains, as far as I know, more or less 
truth or error than any other chapter in the book; 
but it seems convenient because it is one of mode- 
rate length, referring to a single isolated fact which 
may be stated in few words, and does not require 
you to bear in mind, or refer to, any previous or 
subsequent history. It stands as a simple fact in 
the annals of the Church, that in the beginning of 
the eleventh century some of the canons of Orleans 
were charged with heresy, were tried by a synod 
convened for the purpose, and were burned as here- 
tics. The reason why this fact is brought into the 
present controversy is that most persons, howev^ 
they may differ about the nature of the alleged 
heresy of these canons, agree in supposing that they 
got it from the Paulicians and transmitted it to the 
Albigenses. Still there is no external proof of this, 
that is, no proof except such as we may be able to 



find in the agreement of the recorded doctrines of 
the several parties, or the evidence afforded by the 
statements of those persons respecting these doc- 
trines, who, from being near their times, might 
know more of their opinions than has been recorded 
in any documents which have come down to us. It 
is therefore, as I have said, in a certain sense, an 
isolated fact, and it may be fairly considered as such, 
whatever bearing it may have on any matters of 
controversy. 

You will bear in mind, however, that my present 
object is not to state the history, or to argue upon 
it ; but to give you the whole of the short chapter 
which Mr. Faber has devoted to it, with a few stric- 
tures on his mode of treating the subject, in order to 
give you some idea of his book. 

CHAPTER IV. 

The Falsehood of the Allegation of Manichiism against the 
AJbigenses^ demonstrated from the Case of the Canons of 
Orleans. 

The earliest instance, I believe, of the public attention 
being drawn to certain reputed Manicheans who had sud- 
denly appeared in France, is that offered by the remarkable 
case of the Canons of Holyrood in Orleans. 

I. After the favourite manner of the Gallican Romish 
Clergy, Bossuet rapidly tells the story in his own way: 
suppressing all the gross contradictions, which occur in the 
several accounts of the matter ; observing a prudent silence, 
as to the very suspicious method in which was procured the 
pretended confession of the culprits ; and, instead of honestly 
exhibiting in his margin the original documents upon which 



his scanty and garbled narrative claims to be founded, 
loosely giving mere references to books of no general access, 
so as effectually to preclude a reader from judging for him- 
self, unless he possesses the opportunity, and will encounter 
the trouble, of a patient verification. 

I shall adopt a different mode of proceeding : and, though 
a full statement of the several accounts as they are variously 
given by Rodulphus Glaber and the Actuary of the Synod 
of Orleans and the ancient Historian of Aquitaine and John 
of Fleury, with the remarks appended to them, will, of 
necessity, occupy some considerable space ; yet, by those 
conscientious inquirers whose object is the attainment of 
truth, my inability to imitate the convenient brevity of the 
Bishop of Meaux will readily, I trust, be pardoned. 

1. The narrative of Rodulphus Glaber is to the following 
effect. In the year 1017, the existence of a heresy, which 
had long been secretly germinating, was detected in the city 
of Orleans. The heresy in question was said to have been 
originally brought into France by a woman from Italy : 
whose duced from the faith persons of every description, not 
only simple Laics, but likewise many even among the more 
learned of the Clergy. This woman, in the course of her 
pernicious ramblings, came to Orleans; where, for a con- 
siderable time, she took up her abode. Here she infected 
many with her poisonous doctrines : and, what is more es- 
pecially deserving of notice, Heribert and Lisoye, who both 
in rank and in knowledge stood among the highest of the 
Clergy, becoming her proselytes, were peculiarly active in 
spreading her opinions not only throughout Orleans but 
likewise throughout the neighbouring cities. 

While indefatigably engaged in this work, they attempted 
to convert a Priest of Rouen. But he, being a man of a 
sound mind, forthwith took the alarm : and thence commu- 
nicated the circumstance to the Count of the City, Duke 
Richard of Normandy. That Prince, equally thunderstruck 
with such tidings, lost no time in conveying the information 



to King Robert, Whereupon, the zealous sovereign, taking 
as his assessors many Bishops and Abbots and Lay Reli* 
gious, immediately instituted a close scrutiny among the 
Clergy of Orleans. Heribert and Lisoye did not dissemble, 
how much they differed from the established faith of Rome : 
and many came forward, expressing their adherence to the 
two heresiarchs, and declaring that nothing should separate 
them from their fellowship. 

Sorely grieved, that an inculpation thus serious should 
attend upon men, who, with all probity of morals, had 
hitherto, in their appointed station, been pre-eminently use- 
ful ; the King and the Prelates, retiring apart, proceeded to 
a more secret examination of the accused : and, as we are 
assured by the examiners themselves, the result of this secret 
examination was a full confession of the maintenance and 
advocacy of the most impious doctrines. 

We have, said the culprits, lonff since embraced the tenets of 
this sect, the existence of which you have only so recently dis- 
covered : hut we are well assured^ tfiat, sooner or later j both 
you and all men will do the same. Whatever the Old and the 
New Testament may say respecting the existence of a Triune 
Deity ^ the whole is a system of mere delirious falsehood. For 
both the heaven and the earth have ever been exactly as they 
now appear^ without having a Creator who gave them a begin- 
ning. To expect^ therefore^ any future eternal reward of a holy 
and christian life^ is no better than a superfluous absurdity. 

On making this confession, the choice of either recanta- 
tion or crematimi was freely and mercifully offered to them. 
To recant^ however, the heretics altogether refused. Hence, 
an enormous fire having been kindled by the royal command 
not far from the city, they were forthwith led out to execu- 
tion. But, to the number of thirteen, they were so far from 
being daunted, that they willingly offered themselves to the 
flames. Yet, when they experienced the pain of burning, 
they cried out, with what voice they were able to exert, that 
they had been deceived by the devil, and that they had 
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entertained evil sentiments respecting the God and Lord 
of the universe. The by-standers, hearing this lamentable 
cry, immediately attempted to draw them from the fire: 
but the flames were so furious, that all their efforts were 
fruitless. Wherever any of their followers could be found, 
they were subjected to the same punishment 

2. Thus runs the narrative of Glaber : but the Actuary 
of the Synod of Orleans, who wrote in the same year 1017, 
differs essentially from him in many important particulars. 

According to the statement of this functionary, when the 
Manichean Heresy shewed itself at Orleans, an individual 
named Arefaste, one of the Knights of the Duke of Nor- 
mandy, was eminently useful in detecting that pest, which, 
in all directions, was pullulating throughout the provinces of 
France. This military retainer supported, in his house, a 
clerk named Herbert : who, for the sake of prosecuting his 
studies, repaired to Orleans. There, while he was seeking 
after the teachers of truth, he blindly fell into the bottomless 
pit of heresy. For, at that time, there lived in the same 
city two clerks, Stephen and Lisoye : men, illustrious 
among all for their wisdom, redolent of sanctity, abundant 
in almsgiving. To their teaching, Herbert resorted : and, 
while be fondly deemed himself to have reached the very 
pinnacle of true knowledge, he was» by their means, really 
entangled in the snare of the devil. On his return home, 
loudly celebrating Orleans as the true light of wisdom and 
as the resplendent lamp of sanctity, he sought to make a 
convert of his knightly patron Arefaste. But his lord was 
not so easily deceived. Suspecting that all is not gold 
which glitters, he quickly reported the matter to Duke 
Richard : who, in his turn, communicated it to King 
Robert; adding, that his trusty soldier Arefaste desired 
nothing more than the royal permission to undertake the 
development of the alarming theological pestilence. Leave 
being easily obtained, the knight repaired to Orleans : and 
presented himself before the two heresiarchs in the garb of 



a humble scholar. Ere this spiritually dangerous step, 
however, was taken, he very prudently had the precaution 
to fortify himself with suppliant prayer against the machina- 
tions of Lucifer : and, furthermore, during the whole pro- 
gress of his most adventurous enterprize, he effectually kept 
the foul fiend at arms' length, according to the wise sacer- 
dotal advice which he had received, by a daily orthodox 
communion. For the deliberate purpose of betraying them, 
our mirrour of knightly honour soon wormed himself into 
the confidence of the two unsuspecting clerics: and his 
report to his employers was, that, at length, they communi- 
cated the following summary of their religious system. 

Christ was not hem from, the Virgin Mary : neither did he 
suffer death for mankind: neither was he truly buried: neither 
did he ever rise again from the dead. In Baptism, there is no 
washing away of Sin : nor, through the consecration of a 
priest, is there any sacrament of the Body and blood of Christ 
The invocation of Saints and Martyrs is mere idle folly. 

In making this communication, they professed to open 
the gates of heaven for the triumphant entrance of the devout 
aspirant: and, feeding him the while with celestial food, 
they undertook, by the imposition of hands, to liberate him 
from all sin, and to replenish him with the gift of the Holy 
Spirit. 

But, notwithstanding such lofty promises, nothing could 
be a greater abomination, than the horrible mode in which 
they prepared their celestial food. On certain nights, they 
congregated together in an appointed house, holding lamps 
in their hands* There, after the form of a litany, they 
chaunted forth the names of demons : nor did they desist 
from their unhallowed orisons, until, in the shape of some 
small beast, they beheld the worshipped Evil One suddenly 
descend among their company. As soon as the object of 
their adoration appeared, they forthwith extinguished their 
lamps : and, then, without any regard either to nearness of 
consanguinity or to the holiest vows of female chastity, they 
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each seized upon the woman who happened to be nearest. 
When, from this infernal commerce, an infant was boru, 
they preserved it until the eighth day : and then, like tlie 
Pagans of old, burning it in a fire, they prepared the celes- 
tial food from the nefarious ashes which remained. 

The indefatigable Arefaste, having made these discoveries^ 
perhaps indeed having himself witnessed the bestial avatar 
of Lucifer, communicated them incontinently to his pious 
employers : and, without loss of time, the accused, con- 
fronted by the daring knight who had thus magnanimously 
bearded the demon in his very penetralia^ were subjected to 
an examination. This examination, however, took place, 
not in public^ but before a private convention of the King 
and the Prelates, which was held with closed doors in the 
basilica or cathedral. The charges were duly preferred by 
Arefaste : and, as we are assured by those who assisted at 
the process, were duly confessed by the prisoners. When 
variously examined on sundry doctrinal points, and particu- 
larly as to their sentiments respecting the Holy Scriptures, 
the final answer of the culprits is reported to have been the 
following. 

Hie doctrine^ which you hold^ you may tell to those, who 
savour of earthly things, and who believe the figments of carnal 
men written upon animal parchmjent. But, to us, who have 
the law written in the inner man by the Holy Ghost, and who 
relish nothing save what we have learned from God the 
Creator of all things, you vainly propound matters which are 
superfluous and altogether alien from sound divinity. Put, 
therefore, an end to your words : and do with us what you 
list We clearly behold our King reigning in heavenly places. 
With his own right hand, he is raising us to an immortal 
triumph : and he is, even now, about to bestow upon us the 
fulness of joy celestial. 

From the first hour of the day to the ninth, all laboured 
incessantly to recall them from the strangeness of their 
wicked error : but, harder than any iron, they obstinately 
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refused to repent Whereupon, by the assembled Prelates 
they were degraded from Holy Orders, preparatory to their 
being consigned to the arm of the secular power : and, lest 
the hitherto excluded people should rush into the Church to 
kill them prematurely, Queen Constance herself, by the 
special order of the King, kept guard at the folding doors 
of the cathedral. When the ceremony of degradation was 
completed, the Queen, nobly sinking the feelings of the 
woman in the zeal of the catholic, with a stick thrust out 
the eye of Stephen who had formerly been her confessor. 
The heretics were then conveyed without the walls of the 
city : and, a mighty fire being kindled in a certain hamlet, 
they were all, together with the nefarious dust which has 
been mentioned as the material out of which the celestial 
food was prepared, consigned to the flames, save a single 
clerk and ^ single nun who recanted their impious doc- 
trines. 

3. To the fact of the cremation of these martyrs, a not 
unimportant circumstance is added in the ancient Fragment 
of the History of Aquitaine edited by Pitheus. 

Heribert and Lisoye were not the only members of tlie 
Clerical Order, who, on this occasion, suifered for their 
opinions : no fewer than ten Canons of the Holyrood in 
Orleans were consigned to the flames. Their heresy is con- 
fidently stated to have been Manicheism: and it is sub- 
joined, that various individuals of the same persuasion 
were detected at Toulouse and were similarly punished; 
so that the Manicheans, who sprang up throughout various 
parts of the West, began to conceal themselves, though still 
deceiving whomsoever they could. 

4. Finally, John of Fleury, in his brief narrative of the 
same transaction, communicates yet another particular: 
which shews, that, along with the ten Canons, four of the 
Laity also, for the sake of their religion, must have en- 
countered the horrid death of vivicremation. 

He tells us, that the entire number of the sufferers at 
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Orleans amounted to fourteen : and he adds, that among 
them were found certain of the more noble Laity, as well 
as of the better Clergy. 

Now the clerical sufferers were ten. Consequently, the 
additional four were Laics. 

IL I have here simply given the various accounts of this 
detestable popish barbarity which have come down to us : 
and I will venture to say, that any unprejudiced reader will 
rise from the perusal of them, perfectly satisfied, that these 
ten Clergymen, confessedly skilled in theology, and con- 
fessedly eminent for the holiness of their practice, together 
with the four Laymen their friends and proselytes and 
associates, were no Manicheans, but, on the contrary, 
resolute and heaven-supported martyrs to the pure and un- 
adulterated faith of the Gospel. 

It will be useful, however, to enter a little ioto the par- 
ticulars, which, though with no small measure of incongruity, 
we have seen recorded. 

L Here I shall pass over the slighter points of discre- 
pancy in the several accounts, though even these tend 
to throw a doubt upon their general fairness and accuracy. 
I shall confine myself to those broader points, which, when 
united with other matters, effectually take away from Bos- 
suet and subsequent writers of his stamp, all the benefits 
which they would derive from the case, turning it over, in 
the way of historical evidence, to their opponents. 

According to Rodulphus Glaber, the accused were abso- 
lute atheists : who, thence, believing in 7u> God^ consistently 
denied both the creation of the World and a future state of 
retribution. 

According to John of Fleury and the Fragment of the 
History of Aquitaine, they were Manicheans ; who, as we 
all know, maintained the existence of two Gods: an evil 
God, the creator of the material world : and a good God, 
the creator of the spiritual world. 

According to the Acts of the Synod of Orleans, they 
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believed in one God the Creator of the Universe: and, 
so far from denying a future state of retribution, they confi* 
dently, on the very eve of a dreadful death, looked forward 
to an immortal triumph and to joy celestial. 

Here we have three jarring accounts. Which of them are 
we to receive ? 

By writers of the popish persuasion, they are all pro- 
pounded, as being all severally the exact truth: and, though 
Bossuet is as silent as the grave respecting any discrepance; 
yet, in the treatment of heretics, we all know the strictly 
honourable conduct of Romish Ecclesiastics. 

But some one may perhaps urge the express declaration : 
that This atrociom heresy^ in every particular^ was fully con-- 
fessed by the associated culprits themselves. 

And what man of plain common sense, I simply ask in 
reply, who would believe such a declaration, even indepen- 
dently of the circumstance oi its being propounded by the 
folly of their enemies ? 

Bossuet, who had an object to serve, carefully avoids the 
exhibition of any symptoms of misgiving : but the searching 
incredulity of a Protestant will find it difficult to admit, that 
even the Albigenses could have pleaded guilty to a HsstJte of 
absolute and irrecondleable contradictions. 

The entire case, I apprehend, may be briefly summed up 
as follows : 

Through a space of eight hours the examination was pro- 
longed. And the same men, we are assured, in the course 
of the same scrutiny, confessed : that Tlhey believed in one 
God^ that They believed in two Gods^ and yet that They 
believed in no God ; that They asserted one God in heaven to 
be the Creator of all thinys^ that They asserted the material 
world and the spiritual world to have been severally created by 
two Gods^ and yet that They asserted the entire world both 
material and spiritual to have never been created at ail but to 
have existed without any Creator from all eternity z that They 
totally denied a future state of rewards and punishments, and 



14 



yet that Their assured confidence in an everlasting state of 
future glory and joy celestial was such as to make them fizce 
without shrinking the most terrible of all deaths ! 

Such, then, being the case presented to us, we may per- 
haps, without incurring a very severe reprehension, be 
allowed, even on the premises themselves, to doubt, or pos- 
sibly still more than doubt, whether the alleged heretics of 
Orleans ever really pleaded guilty either to Atheism or to 
Manicheism; for, out of their three recorded confessions, 
two, I suppose, must inevitably be apocryphal. 

2. As yet, however, we have in no wise travelled to the 
end of our record. 

It is clumsily asserted, we have seen, that the Heretics, 
while professing the faith in one Supreme Creator, made 
nevertheless, a free confession both of Atheism and of 
Manicheism. 

Now what evidence have we, that they confessed either 
the one or the other of these two hopelessly jarring mon- 
strosities ? 

Truly, our sole evidence is the allegation of their stupidly 
blundering murderers. 

Smitten, as it were, with judicial blindness, these wretched 
men seem not to have perceived, that, by issuing forth, as 
the result of their examination, a tissue of contradictory 
absurdities, they were shamefully blasting their own cha- 
racters, and with a pen of infernal fire were writing their 
own historical condemnation. 

The accused were examined, not fairly in open court, so 
that all, who chose to attend, might hear what they really 
said: but, as both Glaber and the Acts of the Synod agree, 
they were examined secretly, before none, save the bigot 
King, and his miserable spy Arefaste, and his Conclave of 
interested Prelates, and his Synagogue of heartless Monks ; 
they were examined in a Church with carefully closed doors, 
from which, on the easily intelligible pretence of appre- 
hended danger to the prisoners, from a sudden ebullition of 
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popular fury, the multitude were sedulously excluded^ Queen 
Constance herself condescending in person to guard the 
portal. 

• Hence, most plainly, we know nothing, either of the 

asserted fact of their confession^ or of the specific nature of 

their confession^ beyond what their infuriated enemies have 

been pleased to tell us. And, in the very sottishness of 

tbeir malice, so egregiously have those enemies blundered : 

that, while, by way of blackening to the uttermost the 

objects of their hatred, they have put into their mouths the 

two palpably irreconcileable confessions of Atheism and 

Manicheism ; they have providentially been overruled to 

record yet a third confession, which is evidently the true 

one, and with which the antecedently mutual incongruity of 

the two pretended confessions can by no ingenuity be made 

to harmonise. 

We have the law of God written in our hearts by the Holy 
Ghosty say these noble champions of the truth : and we relish 
nothinfff save what we have heard from God the Creator of all 
things. You vainly propound^ for our acceptance^ matters 
which are alien from sound theology. Put an end, therefore, 
to your words : and do with us what you list. With the eye 
of faith, we see our King reigning in heaven. By his own 
. almighty hand, he will raise us up to an immortal triumph, 
and will speedily bestow upon us joy celestial. 

Were these men Atheists or Manicheans? Were these 
men incestuous and abandoned worshippers of Satan? Were 
these men deliberate murderers of children ; that so, from 
the ashes of their victims, they might compound an infernal 
parody on the Eucharist ? Can we seriously believe, that 
these men, firm unto death in the maintenance of their prin- 
ciples, were ever guilty of such unutterable, such monstrous, 
such wantonly gratuitous, such palpably objectless, abomi- 
nations? Is it likely, that a diabolical faith and a hellish 
practice should train up men, confidently to look beyond 
this transitory world, and courageously to choose death in 
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all its bitternefis, rather than apostasy with all its temporal 
advantages? Nay, calling in mere common sense to our 
aid against the splendid absurdity of febled impossibilities, 
who wiU, who earif believe, that Lucifer either did or could 
appear among them in the shape of some small beast : a cat, 
to wit, as the grotesque superstition of a barbarous age was 
most commonly inclined to determine? In the whole ac- 
count, a Pelion upon an Ossa, absurdities are mercilessly 
piled upon gross self contradictions: yet the Bishop of 
Meaux either is, or would affect to be, quite satisfied. At 
all events, he has taken especial care not to endanger the 
aquiescent fajtii of his easily-convinced admirer, by letting 
him into the secret of those danming incongruities, which 
may lie advantageously locked up in a dead language, or 
which may safely repose in massy tomes not to be found 
save in the popularly neglected libraries of special re- 
ference. 

Perhaps, by determined prejudice it may be said : that, 
Out of the very midst of the ^mesf the martyrs were heard 
publicly to confe^^ that they had been deceived by the devils 
and that they had entertained evil sentiments respecting the 
God and Lord of the Universe. 

The allegation in question is certainly made by Rodul- 
phus Glaber : but the very minute Acts of the Synod of 
Orleans are altogether silent respecting this particular ; and 
even Glaber himself, by the sort of trembling uncertainty 
which marks his phraseology, may well be deemed no secure 
witness to the pretended ^c^. They cried out, we are told 
by this writer, not with a loud and distinct voice, so that all 
the by-standers might easily hear their words; but only 
with what feeble measure of utterance they possessed. 
Whatever, then, they might say, in their agonies, they were 
indisputably heard very uncertainly and very indistinctly. 
Most probably they warned the bynstanders of the snares of 
the devil : and, for their many sins against their Heavenly 
Father, confessing their own unworthiness, pleaded the 
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alone merits of their Redeemer. Broken ejaculations to 
such effect would, by brutal or ignorant bigots, be readily 
construed into an acknowledgment, on the part of the suf- 
ferers, that they had been deceived by Satan, and that they 
had thought ill of the God and Lord of the Universe. 

When we recollect, that a woman is recorded as having 
been the instrument of converting Sergius to ancient Pau- 
licianism, we shall be struck with the singular resemblance 
of the asserted mode wherein the Canons of Orleans were 
converted to Catharism. 

In the circumstance itself, I see nothing improbable, pro- 
vided we allow, that these Clergymen were thus brought 
to the knowledge of the unadulterated Gospel : but I see 
everything improbable in it on the hypothesis, that they 
were quite easily induced to adopt the dreams of Mani- 
cheism by a vagrant female from Italy. 

If, in point of fact, the Canons were really converted by 
a woman from that country, I conclude, that she must have 
been a member, of one of the Italian Churches of the Pau- 
licians." The Vallenses and Albiffenses^ Book II. chap. IV. 
p. 125. 

Let us now see how far these authorities have 
been fairly dealt with — for you will bear in mind 
that my object is not to prove that which, notwith- 
standing Mr. Faber's attempt, I shall venture to call 
the indisputable fact, that the Canons of Orleans and 
the Albigenses were Manichsean heretics; but to 
show the way in which history is perverted for the 
purposes of controversy, and to give a specimen of a 
book which is perhaps one of the boldest and the 
weakest that a reckless style of controversy has 
produced. 

However absurd the idea may be, when we con- 

B 
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sider the extent of Bossnet's subject, and the range 
of reading which he brought to bear upon it, one is 
not surprised that Mr. Faber should blame him for 
not ^' honestly exhibiting in his margin the original 
documents upon which his scanty and garbled nar- 
rative claims to be founded." It obviously suits Mr. 
Faber's mode and means of controversy much better 
to be accommodated with a scrap of Latin, which he 
may immediately proceed to twist and torture at his 
pleasure, without enquiring what it is, or where it 
comes from ; whereas, if he is sent to look for a docu- 
ment in some book with which he is unacquainted, 
there is too much probability of his altogether mis- 
taking its nature. This has happened with regard • 
to the authority which Mr. Faber places second, 
and calls " the very minute Acts of the Synod of 
Orleans ;" but which seems to be a biographical me- 
moir of Arefastus, and virtually the account given of 
the business by him \ 

^ It would not, perhaps, be worth while to notice this, were it 
not for two reasons : first, that Mr. Faber has done the same 
thing more than once before ; and, secondly, that he seems not to 
know how sufficiently to extol his own searching investigation, 
and his sdf-praise may deceive people. Take, as a specimen, the 
following, in his own italics, and recollect that he is speaking of 
Mr. Dowling : " With his facility of belief, or with his omnivo- 
rous mode of reading what passes for history, I have, I repeat it, 
no sort of quarrel, provided only he will allow me to sift history 
as well as to recid it, and to plant my own belief upon severe 
examination of evidence, rather than upon mere prejudiced and 
inconsistent assertion,** — (British Mag., Decern. 1838, p. 645.) 
Of course, if Mr. Faber had called this document the Ragman 
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From this we learn, that Arefastus, a Knight of 
Richard Count of Normandy, maintained a clerk 
named Herbert, who went to Orleans for the pur- 
pose of study, and there learned that which was new, 
and seemed to him to be important, from two clerks 
named Stephanus and Lisoius, persons held in the 
highest respect there as men of great piety and 
learning. Returning into Normandy, he commu- 
nicated his discoveries to his patron Arefastus ; who, 
seeing somewhat farther (or perhaps Mr. Faber may 



Roll, or the MomiDg Post, it would not have altered the words of 
it ; and they might be searched and sifted by " Protestant incre- 
dulity ;" but what can we expect from the sifting of those persons 
who really do not know what they have got in their sieves ? On 
a former occasion, when Mr. Faber was remitted to the Councils, 
he went there, and fetched away part of a letter from the Council 
of Lavaur to the Pope, and told his readers that it was a letter 
from the Archbishop of Narbonne to the King of Arragon. To 
be sure, both letters were on the same page, and what could it 
matter ? But, at the same time, could any man, familiar with 
councils, imagine what Mr. Faber calls '* the Actuary of the 
Synod," beginning the account of its Acts by saying, '* Rursum 
quoque duxi dignum memoriae tradendum de prasfato viro scilicet 
Arefasto, quomodo in Aureliana urbe," &c. ; and returning from a 
digression, about the matter of the heresy, in the middle of the 
ertory, *^ ne prolixior controversies sermocinatio fastidium generet 
delicato lectori." It is obviously a biographical account of 
Arefastus ; and, in fact, D*Achery tells us, that it is extracted 
from the Chartulary of S. Pierre-en- Vallee at Chartres ; and that 
is the very monastery in which Arefastus afterwards became a 
monk. We may reasonably suppose that the information which 
it contains was derived immediately from him, especially as it 
contains an account of conversation between him and the canons, 
which does not appear to have transpired at the Synod. 

B 2 
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say, being more blind and bigotted) than himself, 
made it known to Count Richard, at the same time 
requesting him to inform the King, and to beg his 
assistance for the suppression of the heretics. The 
Count did so. The King was astonished, and ordered 
that Arefastus and his clerk should proceed to Or- 
leans, promising to give all the help in his power. 

The Knight accordingly set out ; and as the way 
in which he prej)ared himself for his enterprize ex- 
cites the contempt and derision of Mr. Faber, who 
totally omits it in the Latin, and sneers at it in his 
text, I will here give a translation of what the his- 
torian says on that point. Arefastus naturally came 
by Chartres; and his design was to consult the 
Bishop of that diocese, as to the best mode of pro- 
ceeding ; but, Fulbert happening to have gone to 
Rome, he was disappointed, and in his absence " he 
made known the cause of his journey to a certain 
wise clerk named Eberhard, sacrist of the church of 
Chartres, asking the aid of his counsel as to how he 
might stand in the battle, and with what weapons he 
should arm himself against the manifold arts of dia- 
bolical fraud. Who, with wise counsel premonished 
him that he should devoutly go to church as the first 
thing every morning to seek the help of Almighty 
God, that he should give himself to prayer, and 
should fortify himself with the most holy communion 
of the body and blood of Christ. Then, protected by 
the sign of the Holy Cross, he should go forth with 
confidence to hear the heretical pravity, should con- 
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tradict nothing of what he heard from them ; but, 
putting on the appearance of a learner, should silently 
store up what was said, in his own bosom." 

He followed this advice, and it is stated that they 
at length communicated to him these matters of 
doctrine : — 

1. That Christ was not bom of the Virgin, and 
had not suffered for man, nor had been truly placed 
in the sepulchre, nor had risen from the dead. 

2. That there was no washing away of sins in 
baptism. 

3. That there was no Sacrament of the body and 
blood of Christ in the consecration of the priest. 

4. That there was no good in the invocation of 
holy martyrs and confessors. 

When they had communicated this, and other 
matter which is not specified, Arefastus told them, 
that if they maintained that there was no ground of 
hope in these things, he would be glad if they would 
tell him what other ground there was, as the only 
alternative seemed to be despair. "Brother," said 
they, " there is no doubt that you have hitherto lien 
with the ignorant in a Charybdis of false opinion ; 
but now, being raised to the pinnacle of all truth, you 
have begun to open the eyes of a sound mind to the 
light of true faith, we will open to you the gate of 
salvation, by which, having entered, namely, by the 
imposition of our hands, you will be cleansed from 
every stain of sin and filled with the gift of the Holy 
Spirit, who will teach you the depth and true dignity 
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of all Scripture, without any uncertainty. Then 
being fed with heavenly food, recreated with internal 
satiety, you will often see with us visions of angels, 
supported by the solace of which, you vdll be able to 
accompany them when and where you please without 
delay or difficulty ; and you will want nothing, for 
the God of all, in whom are the treasures of wisdom 
and riches, will never fail to be your constant com- 
panion." 

What relates to the making of the heavenly food 
has been sufficiently stated by Mr. Faber; and I 
therefore proceed to that part in which the historian 
relates what took place after the accused had been 
brought before the Synod. And here, as my prin- 
cipal object is to enable you to form some estimate 
of Mr. Faber's book, and of his mode of conducting 
controversy, I beg your particular attention. Not- 
withstanding that at the outset of this chapter he 
promised " a fijtJl statement of the several accounts 
as they are variously given" — and that, in apparent 
fulfilment of that promise, he has given Latin ex- 
tracts which would fill several pages, and which 
are interspersed at intervals with little breaks, as 
notices that something is omitted, so that one might 
suppose that where no such notice is given, nothing 
is left out — ^yet he has in the Latin account of this, 
the most important part of the story, left out a con- 
siderable passage without any notice of omission at 
all. He has, in feet, suppressed the account (and 
brief and imperfect as it is, it is the only account 

1 
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which we have) of the examination of the accused ; 
and not content with this, he most grossly misrepre- 
sents in his text, what he thus omits in his margin. 
He says " When variously examined on sundry doc- 
trinal points, and particularly as to their sentiments 
respecting the Holy Scriptures, the final answer of 
the culprits is reported to have been the following : 
" The doctrine which you hold, you may tell to those 
who savour of earthly things ^^ &c. You may think it 
unnecessary to ask " what doctrine." It is obviously 
the doctrine of the Romish Church " respecting the 
Holy Scriptures," for opposing which the " Scripture- 
loving Albigenses" were so cruelly persecuted. 

K I now give you an extract, placing within 
brackets that part of which Mr. Faber has omitted 
the corresponding Latin, I think you will be sur- 
prised to find that their being " variously examined 
on sundry doctrinal points," was in fact their being 
asked a few questions by one person, chiefly on one 
point; one of the primary doctrines of Docetic 
Manichaeism, the denial of that doctrine which is the 
touchstone of Antichrist, the great mystery of godli- 
ness, " God manifest in the flesh.^^ I think you will 
be interested in reading all the account of what 
passed before the Synod ; and if you find by it, or in 
any other way, that they were examined " particu- 
larly," or even asked a single question, " as to their 
sentiments respecting the Holy Scriptures," I shall 
be much surprised. 
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" They, therefore, as has been already said, having been 
brought into the presence of the King, and the assembly of 
the Bishops, Arefastus [first addressed the king, saying, 
* My Lord king, I am a knight of Richard your most 
faithful Count of Normandy, and I am undeservedly brought 
before you bound, and in chains/ To whom the king thus 
replied, ^ Tell us quickly the cause of your coming, that 
upon its being known you may either if you are guilty be 
kept in chains, or if you are innocent be freed from them.' 
To this he answered ; * Having heard of the wisdom and 
religion of these men who stand bound along with me before 
you, I resolved to come to this City, in order that I might 
return back improved by the example of their good works 
and by their learning. This is the reason why I resolved 
to leave my own country and came to this city. And if I 
have committed any fault in thus doing, let the Prelates 
who sit with you, see and judge.' Then the Bishops said, 
^ If you make known to us the nature of the wisdom and 
religion which you have learned from these persons, we 
shall easily decide that matter.' He however] said [Let 
the king's majesty, and your authority, command them to 
repeat before you, the things which they have taught me ; 
so that, being heard by you, they may be met by due praise, 
or consigned to oblivion.' The King and the bishops having 
thereupon commanded that they should rehearse their system 
of faith, these enemies of truth, disguising their doctrines, 
would by no means enter upon any of the fouler parts of 
their heresy ; but, as a serpent the more it is squeezed in 
the hand becomes the more slippery ; so also these, the more 
closely they were pressed, seemed to evade the truth the 
more glibly. 

Then Arefastus, seeing that they wanted to gain time, 
and were proceeding to conceal the error of their faith 
under a multitude of words, turned to them saying, « I 
thought that I had masters of truth, and not of error, while 
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I continually saw you teaching me that doctrine which you 
preached as bringing salvation ; and which you promised 
that no sufferings, not even death itself, should ever lead you 
to deny. But now, as I see, forgetting the faith which you 
pledged, through fear of death, you wish to get far away 
from that doctrine, and make but little scruple of leaving 
me a raw learner in peril of my life. Therefore it is my 
duty to obey the king's command, and the authority of so 
many Prelates, that with regard to those things which I 
have learned from you, if there be therein any matters con- 
trary to the Christian religion, I may know, by learning 
their opinion, what I ought to follow, and what to reject.] 
In fact, you have taught me that there is no remission of sins 
in Baptism, that Christ was not born of the Virgin, nor 
suffered for men, nor was truly buried, nor rose from the 
dead, nor that the bread and wine, which upon the altar in 
the hands of the priests, by the operation of the Holy Spirit, 
becomes a Sacrament, can be converted into the body and 
blood of Christ. 

And when Arefastus had summed up these things in a 
continuous statement, Guainus, Bishop of Beauvais, asked 
Stephanus and Lisoius, who seemed to be the leaders of 
these errors, ^ Whether they tlius thought and believed as 
to the matters which Arefastus had mentioned ?' But they, 
having already prepared for them a mansion with the devil 
in hell, asserted with constancy that what he had said was 
true, and that they did so think and believe. [When the 
Bishops said to them, ^ That Christ willed to be born of a 
Virgin, because he was able, and to suffer for our salvation 
in humanity, that on the third day, having conquered death, 
he might rise again in his Deity ; and might teach that we 
are to rise again in the re-formation, they answered with 
their serpent's mouth, saying, * We were not there, and we 
cannot believe these things to be true.' On this the Bishop 
asked them, ' Do you believe that you, yourselves, had pa- 
rents after the flesh, or not?' And, when they said that 
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they did believe it, the Bishop answered, ^ If you believe 
that you were procreated by parents while as yet you were 
not, why do you refuse to believe that He who without 
Mother was begotten of the Father before all worlds, was, 
in the end of time, born of a Virgin through the over- 
shadowing of the Holy Ghost?' But they said, ^ What 
nature denies, must always differ from creation.' To whom 
the Bishop answered, saying, ^ Do you not believe that be- 
fore anything could be done by nature, God the Father 
made all things out of nothing by the Son ? ' These aliens 
from the &ith answered him] ^ Theie matters you may tell 
those who relish earthly things, and who believe the figments 
of carnal men written on the skins of animals ; but to us 
who have a law written in the inward man by the Holy 
Spirit,' &c. 

Having now before us the case which Mr. Faber 
had to meet, let us see what means he has adopted 
for that purpose. His plan is single and simple. It 
is to defame and ridicule all the parties concerned in 
the business, except the accused. To adopt a species 
of language of which he is very fond, he thinks to 
make out his case by destroying the characters of 
both prosecutors and witnesses. And to this also I 
ask your serious attention ; for, whether the unhappy 
men at Orleans were Manichaeans or not, is a matter 
of little importance, compared with the question 
whether history is to be perverted, and its plainest 
testimony railed out of face, for the sake of main- 
taining a paradox. 

I. As to those who may be called the prosecutors. 
The Norman Knight is a *' miserable spy." The 
King is a " bigot." The Prelates are " interested. 
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The monks are ^^ heartless;" and the Queen un- 
chaste. This is all very well if Mr. Faber really 
affects the Old Bailey style of advocacy, and aspires 
to be the Alley of controversy. There are people 
who will not only believe it, but think it very 
clever. 

But as to the real fects of the case— Mr. Faber, 

« 

while representing ** an individual named Arefaste 
one of the Knights of the Duke of Normandy" as a 
*^ miserable spy," has not thought it beneath him to 
help the impression which he wished to make re- 
specting " this mUitartf retainer^ (of course a gross 
uneducated brute) by omitting his biographer's state- 
ment, that this Knight was a particularly well-known 
person at the Court of France. He was a kinsman 
of the Count of Normandy, whose eloquence, pru- 
dence, and good morals had led to his being em- 
ployed as ambassador ^ Richard II. of Normandy, 
or Richard Sans-peur^ was, as far as I know, a very 
respectable man, who seems as if he could have had 
no interest in the destruction of some priests entirely 
out of his jurisdiction, and with whom he appears to 
have had no kind of connexion but the accidental 
one detailed in this history. But, suppose there was 
a conspiracy between him and his ambassador to 
destroy these poor men, surely it was strange that 

^ '* Erat enim de genere Comitum Normanorum, eloquio ni- 
tidus, consilio providus, bonis moribus comptus, ac idcirco legati- 
onis ofHcio tam apud Francorum regem, quam apud proceres 
notissitims extitit.'' 
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they should apply to King Robert. They knew as 
well as Mr. Faber does that he was a " bigot ;" ^.nd 
well it is that Mr. Faber can find nothing worse to 
say of him. But certainly he was not exactly the 
man to count upon, in such a design, as the '^ vivi- 
cremation" of canons. He appears to have been one 
of the best, and most religious, men that ever sat 
upon a throne. Why does Mr. Faber meanly de- 
prive him of even the little testimony borne by the 
historian ^ ? I know that he was superstitious ; and 
I know, too, that his long and peaceful reign, his 
patronage of the church, his provision for its services, 
and the part which he personally took in the per- 
formance of them, may furnish matter of sarcasm for 
warriors and infidels ; but it is sad to see him held 
up to scorn by a Christian priest. But the Bishops 
were " interested." As Mr. Faber mentions no 
names, and only one Prelate's name is mentioned 
throughout all the authorities which he quotes, I 
presume that Mr. Faber does not mean to speak of 
these individuals, on this case, in particular; and 
that this is what is called, in some places, not " per- 
sonal," but " official ;" or, in other words, it is mere 
railing against them as bishops. They belonged to a 



^ In this case the omissions are marked ; but could it be only 
for the sake of brevity that the words which I here print in italics 
were omitted ? " Ut autem cognovit rex Robertas, ui erat doc^ 
tissimus ac christianissimus, tristis et mcerens nimium effectus est, 
quoniam et ruinam 'pat rice revera et animarum metuebat interitum, 
Idcirco,** &c. 
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class of men obviously " interested" in keeping up the 
Church ; and of course their testimony, where their 
craft was in danger, should not weigh a feather. We 
can guess — I might perhaps almost say, we know — 
who the prelates were ; and I apprehend that all we 
know of them leads to the belief that they were re- 
spectable men ^ If the contrary can be shown, let 
it be, and let it have its full weight ; but such whole- 
sale random abuse is too bad. And so it is to talk 
of a " synagogue of heartless monks." If any body 
likes to say that the monks of the dark ages had not 
heads, or hands, or eyes, or ears, I shall be glad to 
discuss the matter with him, and see what we can 
make of it ; but if he tells me that they had no hearts, 
I say, at once, that he knows nothing about them, 
that he has never read their writings, and that he 
speaks but too much as if he were himself a heart- 
less slanderer of better men than himself. Nay, in 
hewing down all that opposes him, Mr. Faber gives 
no quarter even to the more helpless sex. The 

* A Charter of King Robert, which may be found in the GaJlia 
Christiana, Tom. VIII. Inst. col. 491, and which purports to have 
been executed in the year 1022, " quando Stephanus haeresiarches 
et complices ejus damnati sunt et arsi Aurelianis" (thus incident- 
ally confirming the date of the transaction, and the correctness of 
the name given by the document of Arefastus, rather than that 
given by Glaber) was executed by Leutherius, Archbishop of 
Sens, Gauzlinus, Archbishop of Bourges, Odolricus, Bishop of 
Orleans, Guarinus, of Beauvais, and Franco, of Paris. The pro- 
bability that they formed, at least, a part of the convocation of 
prelates is great. The fact that the Archbishop of Sens was there^ 
is attested by other evidence. 
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t^oman who is said to baye taught these canons, is a 
** female vagrant ;" and the queen's character is 
blasted by an accusation which is, I believe, quite 
original and groundless. 

II. We come to the witnesses, or, in other words, 
the authorities, through whom we derive our know- 
ledge of the facts. 

I have already spoken of the document which Mr. 
Faber entitles the Acts of the Synod. 

The next is Rodulphus Glaber, whose account is 
less full, and in every way inferior as an authority. 
He is, however, a writer of pretty good credit. He 
had talents and learning sufficient to enable him to 
be turned out of one monastery after another for his 
vices ; and in the ambulatory life, which was the con« 
sequence, had a good many opportunities of picking 
up intelligence ; and, moreover, he had a peculiar 
chance of information respecting all matters in which 
Count Richard of Normandy was concerned. Glaber 
was a monk of St. Benignus, at Dijon ; and, as long 
as his good character lasted, a favourite monk of the 
Abbot William. Some twenty years before, when 
Count Richard wished to found the monastery of 
Fescamps, in Normandy, he was led, by the fame of 
this abbot, to beg that he would bring some monks 
from his hive in Burgundy to inhabit it K The Ab- 

^ Those who imagine that in the dark ages nohody knew his 
right hand from his left, or had the least idea of what was going 
on at next door, may be surprised that the Count of Normandy 
should have heard of an abbot in so distant a part of the world. 
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bot William did so, and was abbot of Fescampes as 
long as he liyed. I do not know on what ground 
Baronius says that Glaber was present at the synod, 
or, indeed, that he ever was in Normandy ; though 
he tells us, that the abbot used to take him about 
on his travels. The great interest which the earl 
took in the monastery, and which the abbot took in 
the monk's historical work, from whence we extract, 
(for it was he who ordered him to write it,) added to 
the probability, that if the monk was not, the abbot 
was, at the synod himself, lead to a presumption that 
Glaber was not greatly misinformed as to the main 
points of the case ; though writing, perhe^s, a good 
many years after, (it may be five and twenty,) he has 
confiised the names of some of the persons, and some 
of the circumstances which occurred previous to the 
apprehension of the parties accused. His account, 
hovfever, of the heresy is, that they said " That 
whatever the blessed authority confirms with cer- 
tain signs and wonders, and ancient witnesses, in the 
Old and New Testaments concerning a trine and one 

But in fact he first applied at Cluni ; and not being able to ar- 
range matters with the Abbot Maiolas, he tried, and was more 
successful, with William of Dijon. He brought some monks, 
took charge of the monastery, and was at once, and for many 
years, Abbot of St. Benignus at Dijon and of the Holy Trinity 
at Fescampes. The number of monasteries which he had from 
time to time under his care for the purpose of formation, or re- 
formation, renders it perhaps impossible to say where he lived ; 
but he certainly was Abbot of Fescampes long before and long 
after the time of the Synod, and he probably from time to time 
visited the monastery and resided there. 
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Deity, was an idle tale. Tliat the heaven and the 
earth had always existed as they are now seen, with- 
out any author of a beginning. And raving with 
most wicked heresy, barking like dogs, they so far 
resembled the Epicurean heretics, that they believed 
that no punishment would be inflicted for sensual 
sins. At least they considered every Christian work 
of piety and righteousness, which is looked upon as 
the price of eternal reward, as a superfluous labour." 
This is, I believe, all that Glaber says of their opi- 
nions, except that he had before, in general terms, 
characterized their doctrine as, " cruda nimium atque 
insolens haeresis," and as " omnium antiquarum stul- 
tissimam ac miserrimam, nempe sui deceptricem hae- 
resim ;" and that he afterwards adds, that when in 
the fire, they cried out that, " being very grievously 
deceived by diabolical art, they had previously thought 
wrongfully of the God and Lord of all, and that for 
their blasphemy against him they should be tor- 
mented with temporal and eternal punishment." 
This, I repeat is, I believe, all that we learn on the 
subject of doctrine from Glaber. 

The next witness is John, a monk of Fleury, or St. 
Benoit sur Loire, in the diocese of Orleans. I be- 
lieve that this letter, which he seems to have written 
soon after the event to the Bishop of Vic, is the only 
thing which has preserved his name K His circum- 

* I suppose him to have written soon after the event, from his 
speaking of it as what had happened at Orleans on Innocents' 
Day, without any other mark of time. So that, at the very ut-- 
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stances favour the idea of his obtaining speedy and 
correct information, not only in that he was not very 
far from the scene of action, but because his Abbot> 
was at the same time Archbishop of Bourges, and, as 
has been already stated, he seems to have been one of 
the Prelates who were present at the Synod. John 
of Fleury tells us that ; — 

They denied the grace of baptism — and 

The consecration of the body and blood of Christ — 
and 

That after the contraction of guilt, forgiveness of 
sins could be obtained. 

They disparaged matrimony. 

They abstained from meats which God hath cre- 
ated, and from fat, as from unclean things. 

The fourth witness is what was published by Pi- 
thou under the name of a Fragment of the history 
of Aquitaine. I have seen it ascribed to Helgaudus, 
a contemporary author who wrote the life of King 
Robert. If it is his, which I doubt, it is apparently 
an abridgment from the Chronicle of Ademar; a 
contemporary writer of very fair character, who simply 
records the facts and calls the sufferers Manichaeans, 
without any specification of their opinions. 

most, one can scarcely think that a twelvemonth had elapsed. 
He supposes, however, that the matter might be already known in 
Catalonia. Perhaps he thought that the Bishop had heard it from 
his Abbot (the Archbishop), for there is evidence of their corre- 
spondence. These little things are worth notice, as showing that 
communication between distant fi:iends was more frequent, and 
-difiused, in those days than some people would have us suppose. 

C 
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These are the authorities cited by Mr. Faber. It 
seems almost absurd to call your attention to the 
very obvious feet that they are entirely independent 
and unconnected ; and that there is no probability 
that any one of the writers had any communication 
with any other. But it is really necessary ; for, by a 
most amazing species of argument, Mr. Faber makes 
his case rest very principally on the alleged discre- 
pancies between them. He mixes up what we have 
called prosecutors and witnesses all in one banded 
conspiracy of " infuriated enemies." He talks of 
their having blundered " in the sottishness of their 
malice," and even indulges in bombast about their 
being smitten, as it were, with judicial blindness, and 
writing their own historical condemnation with " a 
pen of infernal fire." In short, one would think that 
all the parties concerned in the facts and in recording 
them had been a select committee appointed to draw 
up these four scraps of history, and that they had 
done their work so clumsily as to make them con- 
tradict each other. 

I hope to meet this point most fully presently ; 
but in the mean time I must briefly advert to another, 
which is very characteristic of Mr. Faber's mode of 
conducting the controversy. "The accused," he 
says, " were examined, not fairly in open courts so 
that all who chose to attend, might hear what they 
really said ;" &c. : he adds that they were examined 
" in a church mth closed doors^^ and moreover that the 
" multitude were sedulously eivdudedr These are his 
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own italics ; and it will be seen that he lays great 
stress on the secrecy of the transaction, and appears 
to think that we may reject all evidence on the sub- 
ject, because we know nothing " beyond what their 
infuriated enemies have been pleased to tell us." 
This is of course assuming that every body in the 
Synod was an "infuriated" enemy ^; and that the 
good pious Protestant mob outside would have been 
better judges of the matter, and would at any rate 
have taken care to see fair play. Why did the bigot 
King and the interested prelates, and the heartless 
monks, exclude the liberal and enlightened multi- 
tude ? I give Mr. Faber credit for writing in real 
ignorance that there have been periods in the history 
of the Church, when a person accused of heresy had 
as much reason for fearing the mob more than the 
judge, as an alleged witch might have had in our own 
country a century ago. But there is another point 
of view in which one cannot look at this kind of 
talk, coming from a person of mature age, educated 



* Mr. Faber's account of this Synod irresistibly reminds one of 
John Bunyan*s description of the trial of Faithful. After being 
chained by Lord Hate-good, the Judge, " then went the Jury out ; 
whose names were Mr. Blindman, Mr. No-good, Mr. Malice, Mr. 
Love-lust, Mr. Live-loose, Mr. Heady, Mr. High-mind, Mr. 
Enmity, Mr. Liar, Mr. Cruelty, Mr. Hate-light, and Mr. Im- 
placable ; who every one gave in his private verdict against him 
among themselves, and afterwards unanimously concluded to bring 
him in guilty before the Judge. And first among themselves, 
Mr. Blindman the foreman said, ' I see clearly that this man is 
an heretic,* " &c. 

c 2 
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in a Christian country, without astonishment and 
disgust. An accusation is preferred against clergy- 
men whom he states to have been "confessedly 
skilled in theology, and confessedly eminent for the 
holiness of their practice." Ecclesiastics of high 
character and station are seriously and deliberately 
charged with being " incestuous and abandoned 
worshippers of Satan," — " deliberate murderers of 
children," — and with perpetrating what Mr. Faber 
himself calls " unutterable" and ** monstrous " abomi- 
nations. — And he would actually throw discredit on 
the examination, and infamy on the assembly by 
whom it was conducted, because the multitude were 
not admitted to hear the details. It is sad that the 
exigency of a bad cause should drive anybody to such 
a renunciation of common decency. And what was 
the secrecy of this transaction ? It all lies in Glaber's 
word secretim ; and I think that anybody who takes 
the trouble to look at what he says, will see his 
meaning to have been, that, after a general scrutiny 
of the clergy belonging to the Church [facta igitur 
perscrutatione inter clericos quomodo unusquisque 
sentiret] by which it was discovered that two clerks 
in particular were the leaders of the heresy, the 
Assembly examined them in particular more minutely; 
and that this is what is meant by secretim ; and this 
is in the main confirmed by the document of Arefestus^ 
which tells us that after he had made his charge, and 
they had made a general confession that what he said 
was true, the Bishop of Beauvais asked these two 
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persons in particular certain questions. Some, as we 
have seen, are given ; but from what is added it seems 
that the examinatiou went on for several hours- I 
see nothing " carefully about closed doors" nor "re- 
tiring apart," nor any thing which looks like greater 
priyacj than such a business naturally required at the 
hands of common sense and common decency. 

But however secret the meeting may have been, 
it is quite clear that reporters (if I may so call those 
whom I have before called witnesses) were admitted ; 
for Mr. Faber builds much on the discrepancy of 
their accounts. I am glad to return to this point, 
because it is really the most important. Let us now 
look this discrepancy in the face. Mr. Faber says ; — 

According to Rodulphus Glaber the accused were 
absolute atheists^ and thence believed in no God. 

According to John of Fleury, and the History of 
Aquitaine, they were ManichcBans " who, as we all 
know, maintained the existence of two Gods'' 

According to the Acts of the Synod of Orleans 
(which I have called the document of Arefastus), 
they believed in one God the Creator of the Uni- 
verse, &c. 

Now here it ought, perhaps, to be observed, just 
as a caution, not to place too much confidence in 
Mr. Faber's representations, that Glaber says nothing 
of Atheists, and John of Fleury nothing of Mani- 
chseans. But all these lesser points are absorbed in 
the important and startling disclosure that Mr. Faber 
liere makes, namely, that, notwithstanding all las 
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pretensions, he really does not know what Mani- 
chaeism was. He has written much, and in a Tery 
high tone on the subject ; and here is a large book, 
the object of which is, in a great measure, to decide 
whether certain people were, or were not, Mani- 
chaeans ; and Mr. Faber exposes, beyond all question 
or doubt, his disgraceful ignorance as to the nature 
of that heresy. He not only states the crude, vulgar 
notions that the Manichseans were people who be- 
lieved in two Gods, and that people who denied that 
God created the world must' be atheists, but delibe- 
rately argues that those who so much as named a 
God in the singular number, could not belong to 
either of those two classes, any more than those two 
classes could be one and the same. And, bold in this 
ignorance, he has dressed up a scarecrow to frighten 
his readers, without the least idea that he was, in the 
most gross and undeniable manner, exposing his own 
ignorance, ^' Manicheans, who, as we all know, 
maintained the existence of two Gods'' Indeed we 
do not know any such thing ; and then, on the mere 
ground that the History of Aquitaine calls them by 
the name of Manichseans, he affirms, that in the 
synod, ^' THEY asserted the material world and the 
spiritual world to have been severally created by ttffo 
Gods'^ This is making much of a word ; but it 
places Mr. Faber's real ignorance in the clearest light 
His argument is, that if they were Manichaeans they 
mmt have asserted the doctrine of two Gods^ If 
he had said this to Faustus the Manichaean, I think 
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he could have answered as he did to St. Augustine, 
^^ Numquam in nostris assertionibm dtwrum deorum 
tmditum est nomenJ" If Mr. Faber had read a little 
about the matter, he would have known that a Ma- 
nichsBan might talk, with perfect sectarian orthodoxy, 
of God as the ^^Conditor omnium," and he would 
have known how to translate that phrase better (not 
better, indeed, for the purpose of puzasling the matter 
with seeming contradictions,) than by " the Creator 
of all things." He would have known that thus to 
speak was not inconsistent with what Glaber says 
that these people affirmed, namely, that the Scripture 
account of a trine and one God was false, and that 
the heaven and the earth had (to take Mr. Faber's 
translation,) " existed without any creator from all 
eternity." Mr. Faber may puzzle his readers, as I 
believe he has puzzled himself, by ignorantly using 
the same English word creator as the equivalent both 
of Conditor^ and of Auctor initii. The difference is 
great ; for while a Manichsean would be likely to 
speak of God " the Conditor,'' the " Fabricator^' or 
even " the Atcctor"' of the world, he would not have 
allowed him to be the Atcctor initii^ because he be- 
lieved him to have disposed, or fabricated, or made, 
(or what you vrill that does not express absolute 
origination,) that world out of himself, and therefore 
of matter co-eternal with himself ; and holding this 
doctrine, the heretic would not, of course, admit that 
the world had any beginning at all. You know 
much better than I do how easy it would be for a 

1 
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learned man to detect, and still more easy for an 
ignorant one to fancy, inconsistencies in the obscure 
accounts which we have of the heresy of men, under 
strong delusion, of a nature so monstrous, and at the 
same time so subtle. I pretend not to any extraor- 
dinary knowledge of it ; but here every body may 
see that there is palpable ignorance ; and ignorance 
so mischievously employed, that it ought to be ex- 
posed. I do not believe that there is the least discre- 
pancy between the different accounts which Mr. Faber 
has attempted to play off against each other ; and 
the fact that some contain one part and some another, 
and state different points of an obscure creed, which 
are perfectly reconcileable, though not obviously so 
to those who do not know other parts, does, to my 
own mind, very greatly add to the weight of their 
united testimony. 

I believe, then, that there is no discrepancy be- 
tween these accounts of doctrine ; and (what is of 
less importance, what I mention with less confidence) 
that there is nothing in any one of them which is in- 
consistent with pure Manichseism, unless it be what 
is contained in Glaber's two words "ut conspi- 
ciuntur." Perhaps a genuine Manichsean would not 
have maintained that the heaven and earth had 
always existed o^ they now appear, though he held the 
eternity of their matter before disposition or fabrica- 
tion. But a historian who had not a correct know- 
ledge of Manichsean doctrine, might easily use those 
two words without imagining that he altered the 
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meaning of the sentence. Or for anything that I 
know, the men themselves may have used these very 
words. For who says they were Manichseans ? Mr. 
Faber catches at the single word in the chronicle of 
Ademar, who does not profess to specify their opi- 
nions, in order that he may exhibit them as ** assert- 
ing" that there were two Gods, at the same time that 
they asserted that there was one God and no God. 
But suppose these men were not pure and perfectly 
informed Manichseans ; suppose they were not Mani- 
chseans at all ; suppose they held absurd and incon- 
sistent doctrines ; what then ? The thing is not so 
improbable as that we should fly in the face of all 
testimony sooner than believe it. I say this, of 
course, without the least doubt that they really were 
Manichseans, and I should feel that I affronted your 
common sense if I said one word to show that there 
is no ground for believing them to have been emi- 
nently pious protestants, from whom we ought thank- 
fully to trace our descent. 

But still I must say something on what we may 
perhaps call the positive part of Mr. Faber's chapter. 
What we have looked at hitherto is chiefly negative. 
They did not believe this, they did not say that, they 
did not do the other — what is the positive part? 
having stripped them of almost every thing with 
which the simple letter of history invests them, what 
does he make of them ? Why, " resolute and heaven 
supported martyrs to the pure and unadulterated faith 
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of the Gospel." And on what pretence ? Why, that 
their *^ stupidly blundering murderers " who issued 
forth (one would suppose under their common seal,) 
^ a tissue of contradictory absurdities," blundering in 
the ^^ sottishness of their malice " and having ^* put 
into their mouths two palpably irreconcileable con<- 
fessions" — "have providentially been over-ruled to 
record yet a third, which is evidently the tme one." 
And what was the evidently true confession of these 
" noble champions of the truth ?" It has just been 
given on p. 15, and as ftiras I can understand, it con- 
sists of four articles — three negative and the fourth 
positive. 1. The rgection of the Scripture doctrine 
of the Incarnation of Christ. 2. That of the Cre- 
ation of the world. 3. The rejection of the written 
word of God as superseded by their inward illumina- 
ation through the Holy Spirit. 4. A belief that their 
King in Heaven, whom they expressed themselves 
fis seeing, would raise them to eternal felicity. This 
seems to me rather a meagre confession of faith, and 
not very much in the spirit of good protestants 
opposing Romish corruptions, and doing all the fine 
things which some people wish to make it out that 
the Albigenses used to do. But it is wonderfiil how 
easily the confessors of controversy are made as they 
are wanted ; it would be hard to say what would 
be the minimum which would get them through an 
examination. 

But this I need not tell you, and I have already 
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made this letter longer than I intended ; though, I 
hope, I have not so far wearied you as to lead to your 
prohibiting me from further calling your attention 
to a subject so obviously important. In the mean- 
time, believe me, 



Your's, most truly, 



S. R. MAITLAND. 



AUTHORITIES. 



Extract from the Chartulary of St. Pierre-en- Vallee at Chartres, 
published by D'Achery, under the title of " Gesta Synodi 
Aurelianensis." — Spicil. torn. i. 605. ed. fol. 1723. 

" RuRSUM quoque duxi dignum memoriae tradendum de praefato viro, scilicet 
Arefasto, quomodo in Aureliana urbe divinft ope suique ingenii salubri acumine 
hsereticam pravitatem latenter pullulantem, jamjamque per Galliarum provincias 
nefandi erroris venena exitialia propinantem, non solum deprehenderit, sed 
etiam omnino compresserit. ^Erat enim de genere Comitum Normanorum, 
ehquio nitidus, consiUo providus, bonis moribus comptua, ac idcirco kgatUmis 
officio tarn apud Francorum Regem, quam apud Proceres notissimtu exsiititJ] 
Hie in domo suli quemdam Clericum habuisse dicitur nomine Herbertum, 
qui lectionis gratift Aurelianam urbem adire decreverat. Verum dum veritatis 
auctores quserere satageret, cceco itinere in totius hseresis barathro dilabitur. 
Nam ea tempestate in eadem civitate duo clerici Stephauus et Liso'ius apud 
omnes sapientiH clan, sanctitate seu religione magnifici, eleemosynis largi, 
opinione habebantur vulgi. Eosdem memoratus expetiit Clericus, et parvo 
temporis interstitio, docilis discipulus cum divinl verbi dulcedine ab eis debriatur 
mortifero nequitiee haustu, qui dementi^ errore diabolico irretitus, totius divini- 
tatis expers, sapientise arcem conscendisse se credidit. Qui patriam repedans, 
dominum suum, quern singulari affectu diligebat, subtilitate verborum in erroris 
viam sensim admovendo secum attrahere cupiebat: testificans Aurelianam 
tirbem prse cseteris urbibus coruscare luce sapientiee, fttque sauctitatis lampade. 
In cujus verbis dominus ejus intellectuali auditu ipsum animadvertit & via jus- 
titiae devium, et citd Comiti Richardo causam innotuit, atque rogavit, ut Rod- 
berto Regi Uteris pestem in regno ejus adhuc latitantem antequ&m propaga- 
retur, patefaceret, et ut Rex eidem Arefasto ad expellendam earn opportunum 
auxilium non denegaret. {^Itaque Rex ituperatd re attonitus, mandavit ut idem 
vir cum Clerico suo €ul Aurelianam urbem citd gressum dirigerit, poUicens omni- 
modis in hdc r^ suum atixilium. 
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Cumque jubente Rege iter ageret, CamotU devenit, Fulbertum VenerahUem 
Antittitem super hdc re consuUurtUt qui forth tunc aberat; nam Romam gratid 
craUome abierat: Tunc cautam sui itineris cuidam sapienti Clerico Ebrardo 
nominCf Camotensis Ecclesus Sacriscrinio innotuit : fiagitans sui consiUi xtpevif 
quaUter stare deberet in acie, et quibus armis se muniret contra multimodas artes 
diabolic€B fraudis. Qui sapienti usus consilio eum pradocuit, ut quotidie primo 
mane Omnipotentis opem quasiturus Ecclesiam devotus adiret, orationi incum- 
beret, cUque sacrosanctd Communione corporis et sanguinis Christi se muniret, 
deinde Jidenter ad audiendum hareticam pramtatem signaculo sancta crucis pro- 
teetus pergeret, nihil honm qua ab eis audiret, contradiceret, sed simulato disci- 
puli vultUf omnia t(tcitus in domicilio pectoris conferret."] 

Igitur Aurelianis deveniens, uti edoctus fuerat, quotidie sacri communione, 
ac supplici oratione munitus, ad eorum doctrinam veniens, ad instar rudis disci- 
puli ultimua intrft domum erroneorum assidebat [Cumque primUm divinorum 
voluminum exemplis eum, et quibusdam rerum similitudinibus informarent, atque 
more perfecti disdpuU subditd aure intentum viderent, inter alias similitudines 
sylvestris arboris stmiUtudinem ei proferunt, Tractandus es, inquiunt, d nobis ut 
arbor sylvestris, qua translata in viridario tamdi^ aquis perfunditur, donee humo 
radicetur, dehine spinis et rebus superfivis emundatur, ut postmodum terra tents 
truneata sarculo, meliori inseratw ramusculo, qua postmodum ferHlis sitmellifiuo 
pomb. Itaque tu snttiH modo transUUus de iniquo sacuh, in nostro sonde eoUegio 
aquis perfimderis sapientia, donee mformeris, ei gladio verbi Dei vitiarum spinis 
earere valeas, ae insulsd doctrind iuipeetoris ab antro exclusd, nostram doctrinam 
d Sancto Spiritu traditam, mentis pwritaie possis excipere,^ At ille dc omni 
verfoo quod proferebant semper Deo gratias referebat ; unde rati sunt eum con- 
▼ersum esse in eorum errorem, jatojamque suae nequitise sentinam verbis divi- 
norum librorum antea coopertam secori aperiunf, dicentes : Christum de Vir- 
gine Marift non esse natum, neque pro liominibus passum, nee vere in sepulcro 
positum^ nee k mortuis resorrexisse : addentes in baptismo nullam esse scelernm 
ablutionem ; neque sacramentum corporis et sanguinis Christi in consecratione 
sacerdotis. Sanctos Martyres atque Confessores implorare pro mbiio ducebant. 

Cumque haec et alia execranda perditi et miserrimi homines k fcetido pectore 
evomerent, Arefastus sic ad eos dixisse fertur : Si in his qua enumerastis salus 
hominum, quae speratur, nulla, ut dicitis, esse potest, k vobis obnixd rogo mihi 
aperire in quibus sperari poterit, ne meus animus in dubio positua citd cadat in 
desperationis ruinam. Procul dubio, frater, inquiunt, in charybdi falsae opini- 
onis hactenus cum indoctis jacuisti, nunc vero ereetus in culmine totius veritatis, 
integrse mentis oculos ad lumen verse iidei aperire ccepisti. Pandemus tibi sa- 
lutis ostium quo ingreasus per impositionem videlicet manuum nostrarum, ab 
omni peccati labe mundaberis, atque Saneti Spirit^s dono repleberis, [qui scrip- 
iurarum omnium profunditatem ac veram dignitatem absque scrupuh ie docebit']. 
Deinde ccelesti cibo pastus, [interna satietate recreatus,^ videbis persaepd nobis- 
cum visiones Angelicas, [quarum solatiofiiltus cum eis quovis locorum sine merd vel 
diffieultate cum volueris ire poteris, nihilque tibi deerit, quia Deus omnium tibi 
comes nunquam deerit, in quo sapientia thesauri, atque divitiarum consistunt. In- 
terea Rex et Constantia Regina, sicut vir memoratus mandaverat, ad urbem Aure- 
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lianam cum Epitcoporum eoUegio venientes, die sequenti illo ipso tmggerenU 
ilia neqmisima Comgrtgatio nmul per ^fficiales Regies de domo uH ertuU eoagre- 
gaii, abetraciit et in Eceleeiam saneta Crmeit ante Regem, aique Epieeeporum 
ae Clericorum ecehtm adductiJ] 

Sed antequAm ad conflictum ▼eniamus, de cibo iUo« qui ccBlestis ab illit dice- 
batur, quali arte conficiebatur, nescientibus demonstrare curabo. CoDgrega- 
bantur tiquidem certis noctibus in domo deaominatfl singuli lacernaa tenentes 
in manibus, ad instar letanis dsmonum nomina declamabant, donee subito 
daemonem in simititndine cujuslibet bettiolae inter eo6 Tiderent descendere. 
Qui statim ut visibiHs ilia videbatur visio, omnibus eztinctis luminaribus, quam 
primtim quisque poterat mulierem que ad mannm sibi veniebat, ad abntendum 
arriplebat : sine peccati respectn, et utrum mater, aut soror, aut monaeha habe* 
retur, pro sanctitace et religione ejus concubitils ab illis sestimabatur : ex quo 
spurcissimo concubitu infiuis generatus, octav& die in medio eorum copioao igne 
accensoprobabatur perignem more antiquorum paganorum, et sic in igne crema- 
batnr. Cujus cinis tsntft Teneratione colligebatur, atque custodiebatur, ut 
Christiana religiotitas corpus Cliristi custodire solet, sgris dandum de hocsaculo 
exituris ad Viaticum. Inerat enim tanta vis dlabolicse fraudis in ipso cinere, ut 
quicumque de praefatft hseresi irobutus fuisset, et de eodem cinere quamvis 
sumendo parum praelibavisset, tIx unquam postea de e&dem haeresi gressum 
mentis ad viam ▼eritatis dirigere valeret. [^De qud re parum dixisse smfieiat, ut 
Christicola caoeant se ah hoc nefario opere, turn ut ttudeant eectando imUaru 
VeriLm quia digressionem feeisse videor, ad eadem modo qua dimid uertatur 
aratio, ae euecincte eursu it^fidelium crudeUtas (/. crednlitas) iranseurrenda per- 
agaiur, ne prolixior coniroversia sermocinatio faetidium generet deUeato leetorL^ 

Igitur, [ti^ dictum ett,'] illis introdnctis ante Regem. et Episcoporum con> 
ventum ; [prior"] Arefastus [Begem alloquutue ettt dicem : Domine mi Rex, 
Miles sum Richardi iui Jldelissimi Comitis Normania et immeritus tensor mac- 
tuSf et catenatus ante te. Cui Re* ita respondit : Causam tui adventiks citb^ 
nobis indica, ut ed eognitd aut reus in vineulis tenearist aut innoanus d vinculie 
dmittaris. Ad Juec iUe respondit: Auditd sapientid et reUgione horum qui 
vincti adstant mecum ante te, ad hanc urbem venire voluif ut inde exemplo bono^ 
rum operum, aique doctrind eorum meHoraius redirem* Hae quidem causa estf 
pro quo de patrid med exire voluif et hanc urbem petiL Qudd si reatu aUiquo pro 
hoc opere teneor, Prasules tibi eusistentes videanty et judieent. Tunc Prttsuies 
dixerunt : Si sapientia ac religionis modum quem ah his didicisti nobis prrferas^ 
nostro judicio facild ignoscetur. At ilki] ait [Regia mafestas^ et vesira authoritas 
eis jubeatf ut qua me docuerunt ea ipsi coram vobis dieant, quateniis audita a 
vobis aut digna laude haheantur, aut oblimoni tradantur, Quibus Rex atque 
Antistites cumjuherent ut sumfidei normam rrferendo patefacerent, iotius veri^ 
talis inimiei alia pro aliis dicentes, tntrd sua haresis foeditatem nulla adita tn- 
troire volebant, sed ut serpens quanto plus in manibus stringitur, tanto ampUiis 
elabitur ; ita et isti quo amplius concludehantur, veritatis sermonem tanto magis 
labiUores videbantur effugisse. Tunc Arefastus videns qudd redimerent tempus, 
et sermonum clypeo festinarent obnubilare suafidei errorem, ad eos est conversus, 
dicens : Verifatis magistros non erroris habere putavi, dum constanter illam mihi 
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doctrittam, quam sahiitferam evangelizabatitf viderem vos docere atque polUceba- 
mini pro pcenis inferendis, et etiam pro morte tolerandd nunquam earn esse d vobis 
denegandam ; nunc verb oblitd fide quam promisisiis, ut video, timore mortis ab 
iUd doctrind longi vultis fieri, meque adhuc rudem discipulum in periculo mortis 
dimittere parvipenditis. Unde regia jussioni parendum est, et obedire tantorum 
Pnesubtm auctoritati oportet, ut in his qua d vohis didici, si qua sunt Religioni 
Christiana contraria, istorumjudicio cognita, qua sequenda sunt, et qua respu' 
enda agnoseam,"] Docuistis equidem me nullam in baptismo promereri veniam 
peccatorum; neque Christum de Virgine esse natum, neque pro hominibus 
passum, neque vere sepultumi neque k mortuis resurrexisse ; neque panem et 
vinum, quod super altare manibus sacerdotum Sancti Spiritiis operatione effici 
videtur sacramentum, converti posse in corpore et sanguine Christi. 

Cumque hsec Arefastus una voce perorasset, Guarinus BeWacensis Praesul 
interrogavit Stephanum et Lisoium, qui hujus erroris videbantur esse raagistri, 
si ita sentirent et crederent quae ab Arefasto erant memorata. At illi cum dia- 
bolo in inferno jam mansionem paratam habentes, vera esse memorata, et ita se 
sentire ac credere constanter asserunt. [Quibus cum Prasul dicer et, voluisse 
Christum nasci de Virgine, quia potuit, et pro nostrd salute pati in humanitate, 
ut tertid die devictd morte resurgeret in sud deitate, nosque doceret esse resur- 
recturos in reformatione : viperino ore responderunt, dicentes : Nos neque inter- 
fumus, neque hoc vera esse credere possumus. Ad hac Prasul eos, inquit, inter- 
rogans : Camalee parentes hahuisse creditis, an non f Cumque se credere assere- 
rent, Prasul respondit : Si ex parentibus vos esse procreates creditis, cum non 
eratis, ante sacula Deum de Deo genitum sine matre, in fine temporis Sancti 
SpiritHs obumhriUione de Virgine natum, cur credere respuitis ? At illi dixc" 
runt: QuodwUwra denegat, semper dcreatione discrepat. Quibus Prasul re- 
spondit, dicens: Antequam quidquam fieret per naturam, non creditis per Filium 
Deum Patremfedsse omnia ex nihilo f Cui alienati dfide dixerunt ;] Tsta illis 
narrare potes, qui terrena sapiunt, atque credunt figmenta carnalium horainum 
scripta in membranis animalium ; nobis autem qui legem scriptam habemus in 
interior! homine k Spiritu Sancto, et nihil aliud sapimus nisi quod k Deo om- 
nium Conditore didicimus, incassum superflua et divinitate devia profers ; 
idcircd verbis finem impone, et de nobis quidquid velis fadto : jam regem nos- 
trum in ccelestibus regnantem videmus, qui ad immortales triumphos deztert 
8U& nos sublevat, dans superna gaudia. 

Cumque ab faorft diei primft usque ad horam nonam multi&riam elaborarent 
omnes, ut illos k suo errore revocarent, et ipsi ferro duriores minimd resipisce- 
rent, jussi sunt singuli sacris vestibus indui in suo ordine, statimque ab Antisti- 
tibus k proprio honore sunt depositi ; et Rege jubente Constantia Regina ante 
valvas Basilics stetit, ne populus eos intrit Ecclesiam interficeret : et sic de 
gremio sanctse Ecclesiae ejecti sunt. Qui cum ejicerentur, Regina Stephani sui 
olim Confessoris cum baculo, [^quern manu gestabat'] oculum eruit Deinde 
extra civitatis educti muros, in quodam tuguriolo copioso igne accenso, praeter 
unum Clericum, atque unam Monacham, cum nefario pulvere. de quo suprk 
diximus, cremati sunt ^Clericus enim et Monacha divino nutu resipuerunt.Y 
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Extract from Rodulphus Glaber, as given by Baronius, 

sub ann. 1017. 

" Tertio de vicesimo infra jam dictum millesimum anno reperta est apud pree- 
fatum Aurelianensem urbem cm da nimium atque insolens haeresis, qua scilicet 
diutius occulta germinata} in perditionis segetem male pullulans, plures in suae 
csBcitatis prsBcipitavit laqueum. Fertur namque k muliere quadam ex ItaWSi 
procedente hsec insanissima haeresis in Galllis habuisse exordium, quse, ut erat 
diabolo plena, seducebat quoscunque volebat, non solilma idiotas et simplices, ve- 
rumetiam plerosque qui videbantur doctiores in clericorum ordine. Quae scilicet 
veniens in civitatem Aurelianensem, dum moraretur per aliquod spacium tem- 
poris, veneno suae nequitiae plures infecit {^Quod etiam seminarium nequam in 
plures hif qui suseeperant, toto conamine spargere nitebantur.'] Fuerunt nempe 
hujus perrersi dogmatis haeresiarches duo (heu proh dolor) qui in civitate puta- 
bantur genere ac scientia valentiores in Clero, quorum unus Heribertus, alter 
Lisoius dicebatur. [Ht deniquej quomdiu res latuitf tarn apudRegemt quam apud 
paUtiii proeeres summam obtinuerant amicitiam : nempe idcirco facilius quosque 
decipere potuerunt, quorum mentes amor fidei universalis minus (utrinxerat,^ 
Qui non soltim in praedicta urbe, sed etiam in vicinis urbibus maliffnum dogma 
spargere tentabant, dum quendam sanae mentis in Rothomagorum civitate pres- 
byterum cupientes suae consortem facere vesaniae, missis legatis qui ei omne 
secretum hujus perversi dogmatis explanantes docerent Dicebant nempd, fore 
in proximum, in illorum scilicet dogma populum cadere universum. 

Quibus compertis presbyter sollicitd perrexit ad Christianissimura Comitem 
ejusdem civitatis Richardum : exposuit ei omnem rei (ut compererat) ordinem. 
Qui videlicet Comes protinus misit celeriter ad Regem, palam ei faciens clan- 
destinam in regno proprio Christi ovium pestem. Ut autem cognovit Rex 
scilicet Robertus, \ut erat doctissimus, ac Christianissimus, tristis ac\ mcerens 
nimium effectus est, {qwmiam et ruinam patria revera et animarum metuebat 
interitum,'] Idcirco quantocyus Aurelianos properans, convocatis plurimis 
Episcopis, et Abbatibus, ac religiosis quibusque laici8,acerrimd coepit perscrutari, 
qui essent auctores hujus perversi dogmatis, [yel qui parti illorum jam decepti 
consentirent.'] Fact& igitur perscrutatione inter clericos, quomodo unusquisque 
sendrent, et crederet ea, quae Fides Catholica per doctrinam Apostolicam 
incommutabiliter servat et praedicat : illi duo, videlicet Lisoius et Heribertus 
statim se aliter sentire non negantes, quales diu latuerant, manifestarunt. 
Deinde verd plures post illos se parti istorum profitebantur haerere, nee ulla 
ratione se posse affirmabant ab illorum segregare consortlo. Quibus compertis, 
tam Rex quam Pontifices tristiores effecti, interrogaverunt illos secretins, utpote 
viros hactenus in omni morum probitate perutilissimos, quorum unus Lisoius [tn 
monasterio Sancta Crucis clericorum clarissimus habebatur ;] alter [item"] Heri- 
bertus [sancti Petri Ecclesia, cognomento PueUaris, capitale schola tenebat domi^ 
nium']. Qui dum interrogati fuissent, a quo, vel unde, eis ista praesumptio 
accidisset, hujusmodi dederunt responsum : * Hoc enim diu est, quod sectam 
quam vos jam tarde agnoscitis, amplectimur ; sed tam vos, quam caeteros cujus- 
cunque legis, vel ordinis in earn cadere expectavimus ; quod etiam adhuc fore 
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credioius.' His dictis continuo palam exposuerunt omnium antiquarum stul- 
tissimam ac miserrimam nempe sui deceptricem heeresim. [^Cujus videlicet 
ratiocinatio tanto minus erat idonei* sermonibus obrnxa, quanta conttat esse Hit ter 
veritati contrariamJ] 

Dicebant, ergo, deliramenta esse, qoicquid in veteri ac novo canone [certis 
signis ac prodigiis, veteribusque tesiatoribus'} de trina unaque Deitate beata con- 
firmat auctoritas. Ceelum pariter, ac terram ut conspiciuntur, absque auctore 
initii semper extitisse asserebant. [JS/ cum universarum haresum insanientes, 
canum ntore latrantes deterrima, in hoc tantum Epicureis erant hareticis similes, 
qwmiam voluptatum fiagitiis credebant nan recompensari ultionis vindictam.'] 
Omne Chrisdanorum opus, pietatis dumtaxat, et justitiie, quod lestimatur pre- 
tium remunerationis seternae, laborem superfluum judicabant esse. [Interea 
his aliisque quamplurimis insanis impudenter ab eisdem prolatis, non defuere 
fideles atque idonei testes veritatiSf qui illis sufficienter, si vellent tam veritati 
quam propria acquiescere saluti, respondere de suis cads atque erroneis asserti- 
onibus valerent. Sed et nos quoque secundum exiguitatem nostri intellectus his, 
quos pranotavimus, illorum erroribus vel perpauca respondere decrevimus. Sub- 
jicit his auctor adversus eorum errores disputationem, eaque absolute, narrare 
pergit quae sunt sequuta, sic dicens. 

Praterea cum d pluribtu omni sagacitate elaboratum fiUsset, qualiter deposita 
mentis perfidia, veram et universalem reciperent Fidem, atque ilU omnimodis se 
facere denegarent ;] dictum est eis, quoniam nisi celerius ad sanam Fidei mentem 
redeant, Regis jussu, et universse plebis consensu, igne essent protinus cremandi. 
[^At illi male in sud cof\fisi vesanid, nil pertimescere sejactantes, seque evasuros ab 
igne iUasos promittentes, quin potius meliora sibi suadentibus spemendo illude* 
bant,"] Cemens quoque Rex et universi qui aderant, minus posse illos reTocari 
abinsanit, jussit accendi non longd IL civitate ignem permaximum, ut vel eo forte 
territi, a sua malignitate desinerent. Ad quern cum ducerentur, rabidft adacti 
dementift se omnimodis hoc velle proclamabant, ac sese ultro ad ignem tra- 
hentibus inferebant. Quibus ad ultimum numero tredecim igni traditis, cum 
jam coepissent acrius aduri, cceperunt voce, qu& poterant, ex eodem igne ela- 
mare, se pessimd deceptos arte diabolica, nuper de universorum Deo ac Domino 
maid sensisse, et ob banc ab eisdem illatam ei blasphemiam illos temporali atque 
aeterni ultione torqueri. His verd plures d circumstantibus auditis, humani- 
tatis pietate permoti, accedentes, ut vel semivivos ab igne eriperent minimd va- 
luerunt, quoniam vindiceflamma consumente illos, continu6in pulverem fuerunt 
redact!. Si qui verb postmodum hujus perversitatis sectatores fuerunt reperti, 
simili ultionis vindicti ubique fuerunt perditi. [^Pratered venerabilis Catkolica 
Fidei cultus, extirpatd insanientium pessimorum vesanid, ubique terrarum clarior 
emicuit,'] Hactenus Glaber." — Baronii Ann, an. 1017* 

The Letter of John of Fleury. 

" Volo vos interea scire de haeresi quae die Sanctorum Innocentium fuit in 
Aurelianensi civitate. Nam verum fuit, si aliquid audistia. Fecit Rex Ror 
bertus vivos ardere de melioribus clericis, aive de nobilioribus laicis, prope 
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quatuordecim ejusdem civitatisi qui Deo odibiles perosique ccelo et terrse, abne- 
gando abnegabant sacri baptismi gratiam, Domlnici quoque corporis et san-* 
guinis consecrationem. Cum hoc poBt perpetrata scelera Titiorum, negabant 
posse recipi veniam peccatornm. Enimvero cum his assertionibus nupdb de- 
trahebant ; a cibis etiam quos Deus creavit, et adipe, tanquam ab immundltiis 
abstinebant." Pap. Mtusoni Ann, Lib. ill. p. 210. 

The fragment of the History of Aquitaine, given by Baronius, 

sub ann. 1017* 

" Deiisdem etiam in fragmentis historiae Aquitanicse haec de repertis in ed.dem 
provinciH haereticis : ' E vestigio exorti sunt per Aquitaniam Manichsi, seducentes 
promiscuum populum k veritate ad errorem suadebant negare baptismuro, sig- 
num sanctse Crucis, Ecclesiara, et ipsum Redemptorem saeculi, honorem sanc- 
torum Dei, conjugia legitima, esum carnium ; unde et multos simplices averte- 
runt h Fide.' Et inferius, ejusdem fuisse generis Aurelianensis hsereticos, auctor 
docet his verbis : ' Eodem tempore decem ex canonicis sanctse Crucis Aurelianis 
probati sunt esse Manichsei : quos Rex Robertus, cum nollent ad Catholicam 
converti Fidem, igne cremari jussit. Simili modo apud Toletum inventi sunt 
Manichaeij et ipsi igne cremati sunt. Et per diversas Occidentis partes Ma- 
nichaei exorti, per latibula sese occultare coeperunt, decipientes quoscumque 
poterant." 

Extracts from St. Augustine. 

** Faustus dixit : Unus Deus est, an duo ? Plane unus : Quoroodo ergo vos 
duos asseritis ? Numquam in nostris quidem assertionibus duorum deorum 
auditum est nomen. Sed tu unde hoc suspicaris, cupio scire. Quia bonorum 
et malorum duo principia traditis. Est quidem quod duo principia confitemur, 
sed unum ex his Deum vocamus, altenim Hylen : aut ut communiter et usitate 
dixerim, daemonem. Quod si tu hoc putas duos significare Deos, poteris et 
medico disputante de infirmitate et sanitate, duas easdem putare sanitates ; et 
cum quis bonum nominat et malum, tu poteris eadem duo putare bona ; et 
copiam audiens atque egestatem, duas easdem putabis copias." .... And after 
some other instances, ** Sic et cum duo principia doceo, Deum et Hylen, non 
idcirco videri jam debeo tibi duos ostendere Deos."—- After a while he adds, 
" Nam nee diflSteor, etiam interdum nos adversam naturam nuncupare Deum^sed 
non hoc secundum nostram fidem, verum juxta praesumtum jam in eam nomen & 
cultoribus suis, qui eam imprudenter existimant Deum : quemadmodum et 
Apostolus, * Deus,' inquit, 'seculi hujus excaecavit mentes infidelium.' " — 
Contra Faustum, lib. xxi. § 1. tom. viii. 349. 

"An illud dicis, concedere te quidem, Deum esse diligendum, sed non ilium 
Deum quem colunt ii qui Testamenti Veteris auctoritatem recipiunt ? Non 
ergo ilium Deum colendum esse dicitis, qui fecit ccelum et terram. Iste nam- 
que per omnes partes illorum voluminum praedicatur: vos autem fatemini 
univiersum istum mundum, qui nomine coeli et terrae significatur, habere auc- 
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torem et fEbricatorein Deum, et Deum bonum. Cum ezceptione quippe 
vobificum loquendum eat, quando Deus nominatur. Duos enim deos, unum 
bonum, alterum malum esse perhibetis. Quod si colere vos et colendum arbi- 
trari Deum, k quo fiEurtus est mundus, non tamen eum quem veteris Testament! 
commendat auctoritas, impudenter iaritis," &c. — De Mor» EccL CtUk, lib. i. 
§ 16, 

" Iste autem cujus nomen in eodem libro non comperi, detestatur Deum mundi 
fabricatorem : cum Manicbaei, quamvis librum Geneseos non accipiant, atque 
blaspbement, Deum tamen bonum fabricasse mundum, etsi ex aliena natura 
atque materia, confiteantur." — Cont. Adv. Leg, et Prop* lib. i. § 1. tom. viii. 549. 



THE END. 
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